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In discussing the slavery question on page 377, Mr. Foreman shows 
in a marked degree his inability to rise above the usual Northern preju- 
dices. Our poor people are "poor whites," the poor people of the North 
including, I suppose, the rowdy occupants of the slums, are "sturdy work- 
men." Further on, Lincoln, who conducted the war against the South 
on principles of the war in the Palatinate and destroyed all semblance of 
liberty in the North, is held up for admiration, because of some kindly 
policy imputed to him about the South after the war. Lincoln had a way 
of saying "catchy" things, but his actions were seldom in consonance 
with his words. What could the South have reasonably expected, after 
the war, of the man, who kept Stanton as his intimate councillor, and 
whose last act, like all his other acts, was in contradiction of all his fine 
words? Soon after the evacuation of Richmond, Lincoln was prevailed 
upon to permit a meeting of the Virginia Assembly, but hardly had the 
call gone forth than the order came from Washington denouncing punish- 
ment upon any of the legislators who showed their faces in Richmond. 
This is a fact well established, and it simply shows that Johnson did not 
take up the work of reconstruction "at the precise point where Lincoln 
had left it," as asserted by Mr. Foreman on page 478. The truth is, 
Johnson was a much stronger and braver man than Lincoln, though both 
were men of course and unrefined feelings. 

An American History; Ginn and Company, Boston, New York, Chicago, 
London. By Nathaniel Wright Stephenson, Professor of History 
in the College of Charleston, South Carolina. 
The conception which Dr. Stephenson has of unity in American His- 
tory is the best thing about this work. We can never get a good idea 
of any historical question until all the events are arranged in order of 
cause and sequence and due importance given to the salient facts. To 
illustrate : The resolutions of Virginia in 1765 against the Stamp Act 
were undoubtedly the measure which inspired the real spirit of resistance, 
and, therefore, it ought to have the chief space in any well balanced 
account of that important epoch. 

' Dr. Stephenson writes : "As to our history subequent to 1783, the 
patriotic teacher should be a stranger to all its hatreds, while keenly a 
sympathizer with all its aspirations." But why after 1783? Why should 
not this attitude be borne to all history? All we care to know are the 
facts, but, the facts once known, the historian should have the courage to 
state his approval or condemnation, regardless of whom he offends. 

What are the facts about the Whig Party? It is not true that they 
were "nationalists" from 1834 to 1841, whatever they may have been after 
that time. All the contemporary Whig newspapers and Whig addresses 
show the contrary. It is not true, that Tyler was "more a Democrat 
than Whig," unless the Whig name is to be ascribed merely to the New 
England part of the party, which is, of course, absurd. How could 
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the position of the Whig Party be "perfectly understood," when in 1840 
"they made no official declaration of their principles"? As a matter of 
fact, the Whigs in 1834-1841 were the States rights party, and the 
nationalists were the Democrats led by the military dictator Andrew 
Jackson and his friends Martin Van Buren and the Albany regency, who 
afterwards went over to the Free Soilers and Republicans ! 

Then, one cannot but suspect that in dealing with Mr. Lincoln Dr. 
Stephenson's desire to avoid "all hatreds" induces him to shut his eyes 
to the facts and to absolve Mr. Lincoln from all reasonable responsibility. 
Why in speaking of the Emancipation Proclamation does he avoid men- 
tioning "servile insurrection" as one of its chief objects? Judging from 
the past experience what other result could have been expected? The 
British Press denounced the proclamation especially on this ground, as 
Mr. Adams shows in his address at the University of South Carolina in 
1913. That the horrors of Hayti were not repeated in the South were 
certainly not due to the care of Mr. Lincoln. Why after becoming justly 
responsible for the deaths of thousands of Federal and Confederate pris- 
oners through his refusal to permit exchanges, and why after permitting 
and encouraging his generals to ravage the whole South with fire and 
sword, should Lincoln be held up as a particularly humane Christian? 
And why after the surrender at Appomattox should he be represented as 
a Southern champion, when his last public action was to denounce punish- 
ment against any of the Virginia legislators who would come to Rich- 
mond in pursuance of the permission granted by him not long before? 
Dr. Stephenson recites the overture made by Lincoln to his Cabinet 
in February, 1865, about paying to the South $400,000,000 for the slaves 
in condition of peace by April 1. If he meant it, why did he not insist 
upon it? But the Cabinet overruled him and he submitted. What other 
conclusion can be deduced from this than that he would have submittted 
again under similar opposition? Of all the absurd things in the world, 
the attempt to predict the actions of a dead man is the most absurd ! 

'Tis Sixty Years Since: An address of Charles Francis Adams, Founders 
Day, January 16, 1913, University of South Carolina. 

This is a charming review of past events by one of the most scholarly 
men in the Union. There are many able men who have made addresses 
and written works which were lamentably weak, because they were not 
sure of their facts. There have been many others who were sure of 
their facts, but did not have the ability to grasp the meaning of their 
own mental possessions. Mr. Adams is always a success, because he is 
as careful as he is thoughtful. The noble frankness which distinguish 
his writings, his scholarly acquaintance with history, and his ability to 
apply what he knows, render everything coming from him most instructive 
and interesting. The bottom thought of Mr. Adams' present address is 



